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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the maQing date of this communication. 

• tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timety. 

• tf NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and virill expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the OfTice later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timety filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent temi adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

^)M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 January 2004 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Expa/te Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-33 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1-17 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 18-33 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orfonm PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This communication is in response to amendment filed 1/20/04. claims 1-17 are withdrawn from 
consideration, claims 25-33 have been added. Claims 25-33 have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Quotation of 35 U.S.C. §103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 
this Office action may be found in previous office action. 

3. Claims 18-20 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Andrews et. 
al. (Andrews) U.S. Patent No. 5,835,723 in view of Shaio U.S. Patent No. 6,487,167 in view of Hammer 
et. al. (Hammer) U.S. Patent No. 5,960,439 in further view of Wanderer et. al. (Wanderer) U.S. Patent 
No. 5,491,796. 

Regarding claim 18, Andrew teaches substantial features of the invention as claimed, teaching, 

allocation mode ("addressing means") (col 2Aines 30-32) for selecting (Fig. 1, step 102) an 
address by a node ("computing device") (col 2/lines 1-2) of a reserved range of addresses (col 4/lines 30- 
37) including, 

sending a message (Fig. 1, step 104) containing the selected address on the network (col 2/lines 2- 
7, col 4/lines 38-40), said the network is a peer-to-peer ("ad hoc") network, i.e. network entities are 
configured to request and response (col 4/lines 26-60), 

if no response to said message containing the selected address is received, assigning the selected 
address to the computing device (Fig. 1, step 114, 116); however does not explicitly teach a broadcast 
message announcing an address assignment; 

Shaio teaches a message on a communication link of an peer-to-peer (ad hoc) network 
environment, which advertises the IP address of one computing device to its peer (Shaio: col 2/lines 62- 
col 3/line 17); however the above-mentioned prior art does not teach does not explicitly teach inquiring 
the device type of a computing device; 

Hamner teaches initiating (312) an inquiry ("discovery message") on the network for a device 
type of the computing device (Hamner: col 5/lines 54-58, col 6/lines 18-29, poll for a specific device type, 
col 6/lines 49-59), said inquiry performed by either the client or server computing devices on the network 
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(10), i.e. peer-to-peer network (Hamner: col 5/lines 63-67); and sending a response message responsive to 
the discovery message identifying the computing device (Hamner: col 6/lines 18-29); however the above 
mentioned prior art do not explicitly teach wherein responsive to a ("description") request received by the 
computing device on a network for a ("description") message defining interaction via messages ("data 
messaging") with the computing device to remotely operate the computing device over the network; 

Wanderer teaches responsive to poll request received by the computing device for attributes 
which may be viewed and are defined by a file (12) ("message") defining user-selectable interactions 
options (col 3/lines 53-61) associated with available fimctions for remotely configuring (operating) the 
computing device over the network (col 2/lines 55-61, col 3/lines 48-61), the message defines interaction 
component (col 9Aines 15-20) for communicating with the computing device; 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Shaio for sending a broadcast message announcing an address assignment, for 
use with systems using an IP based protocol. Motivation would be to complement the 
drawbacks/disadvantages of the know art that Andrew attempts to resolve such enabling a host to obtain 
and reserve exclusive use of a unique IP address with Shaio means that support obtaining a unique and 
reserved IP address. Further it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include Hamner teaches for inquiring for a device type of a computing device. 
Motivation would to provide the system with a more flexible, device oriented perspective of the device on 
the network, as suggested by Hamner for operate the computing devices over the network supported by a 
description file that defines the interaction with the computing device without requiring the user to have 
extensive knowledge of the network. Further it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art 
at the time the invention was made acquire information that defmes the interaction with a computing 
device, as taught by Wanderer, motivation would be to provide a graphical view of the device remotely 
on the Andrew environment, as interactive objects, providing the execution of corresponding operations 
associated with the computing device. 

Regarding claim 19, ("description message") information contained ("presentation") data defining user 
interface (Wanderer: col 9/lines 15-29, define graphical view and user interactions, col 3/lines 47-56) for 
remote presenting on a computer ("another computer device") for remotely managing the computing 
device (Wanderer: col 3/lines 31-35). 



Page 3 

Application/Control Number: 09/496,318 (GUT) 
Art Unit: 2142 

Regarf.„8 claim 20. descnption me.^e — a reference, relationship or correlation (TO a 
C^e shL", da. tor defines unrela^d or n,dependen. C« views of tire presentation da. on 
said computing device (Wanderer: col Mines 15-29. col 3/lines 47-56). 

Regardrng claim 25. «,is method claim is subsUntiall, *e same as tire apparams claim discnssed on 
claim 18, same rationale of rejection is applicable 

4 Claim 21-24 and 26-33 are Andrews-Shaio-Hammer in view of Wanderer e,. al. (Wanderer) U.S. 
Parent No. 5.491.796 in further view otHemphill et. al (Hemphill) U.S. Pa,«« No. 6.167.448 

Regarding claim 21. however the ahove mentioned pnor art do not explicitly teach "^^^'^^^^ 
a desctip on request received hy tire computing devce for sending a de^ription message fbrmatted tn a 
m!Zp IJe de«mng interaction via data messaging w,th the computing device to remotely operate 

the computing device over the network; ,„^^„Ait^a a 

HemphtU teaches a system/method for remotely manage a computing devtce mcludrn^ 
computing (managed, device (104. col 3/.ines 15-28) conf^re to receive a request or pmg (col 4 hnes 
r57 wh retn rlponsive to satd request events tire managed device usmg an evem notification ,og,c, 
g Jies a event notification message which .ncludes (even, related) information wntien usmg 
llorp lan^age (e.g. XML) (a^ct). tire message upon execution defined desired actions .n respons 
markup language k s « ssi , he interaction or events include discovered 

to the particular management event (col Mines 53-65). tiie imeractton 

devices device stams. that is actively monitored, enable the management system to remotely nonage 
::a.;,thecomputingdevrceover*enetworktowMchUiscoupledfiomacentia,.n.o.e — 

a Inagement system via a standard data messaging p,«ce„l (e-g. SNMP or DM,) (co, l^nes 10-31) 

for viewing by a browser (col 4/lines 1 1-17). 

„ wouM have been obvious ,0 one ordinary skilled in tire art at tire time the invention was made 
to include Hemphtirs teachings for sending a message formatted m a marlcup lan^age responsivetoa 
request received by tire computing device, said message defining i«eraction via mte,^ or pr^^ 
rlta me^aging") wW, tire computing device to remotely operate the computing device over th 
nlr.. moLl. would be to enable a more flexible mechanism for remotely managing a computing 
device over a network independently of ttie data messaging used by tiie computing device. 
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Regarding claim 22, response comprises a reference, relationship or correlation ("link") to the 
description message (Wanderer: col 3/lines 48-61, col 2Aines 55-61, col 3/lines 48-61, and col 9/lines 
15-20). 

Regarding claim 23, response has a device type identifier of the computing device (Hamner: Fig. 5, 

element 602). 

Regarding claim 24, amiouncement message has an identifier ("name") of the computing device (Shaio, 
col 3/lines 17-20). 

Regarding claim 26, cease sending a description message defining interaction via data messaging with the 
computing device and initiating ("control operational") functions of the computing device (Wanderer: col 
3/lines 50-61, col 2/lines 55-61). 

Regarding claims 27-31, these method claims are substantially the same as apparatus claims 19-22 and 
24, respectively, same rationale of rejection is apphcable. 

Regarding claim 32, identifying the address assigned to the computing device (Andrew: col 2/lines 30-32 
for selecting step 102 of Fig. 1 an identified address col 2/lines 1-2 firom a reserved range of addresses col 
4Aines 30-37). 

Regarding claim 33, specifying a communication exchange procedure ("device-specific protocol") of data 
messages for communicating ("interacting") with the computing device (Wanderer: defined protocol 
supporting communication exchange see col 6/lines 65-col 7/line 3). 

Response to arguments 

5. Applicant argues in regards to claim 18, that prior art (Wanderer) does not teach claim limitation 
as recited, specifically, sending in response to a request received by the computing device, wherein the 
request is for a message defining a communication exchange with the computing device to enable to 
remotely operate the computing device over the network. Because according to applicant, specification on 
page 4, lines 16-26 to page 5, lines 1-2 describe on implementation of the claimed invention in which any 
network device may initiate the "interaction via data messaging" with any other networked device without 
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having esublished a pnor «,auo.hip or ™ai„.ai™g a pe.«e„. .eUuonship b=^»een me devi^^T^e 
^ J, tavendon does no. »ain.a.„ a centralized daubase ,0 nroniror and nranage Cached devces. 
Z l defined and ohara«er..ed by appUcan, a. a "persi^n. ,e,a.onship berween devce 
and are ..,d,er depiced by appbcan. as creadng conflg-raUon —en. „ and 
wastt unnecessary device and nework resources, which inslant invenoon avoids 

TresZe .» .he above-nrenUoned argunren, appUcan.. in.e,pre.«on. and charaCnz^on 
„i* respec. of Ure prior ar. are noted. However, dain, reads, sending in response a re<,u.. rece,v^ by 
llmpuUng device, wherein tt« re,ues. is for a message defining a con™,unicaUon exchange w,«^ U,e 
dice .0 enable .0 ren,„.ely operate dre conrputing device over dre networl. Wandere 
iCwherern responsive to a rdescription", re<,ues. received by the con.putu,g device on a network 
r Xcription" -sage defining interacUon via messages ("da. messaging^ with the con,pu„n 
I^.!rel.yU*eco.pu..g device over dre network; wanderer teach, respo.^^^^^^ 

(rcuest-response) (—on vU data n,essag,ngl received by the con.pu„ng --ce^ ' — 
LI a device specificatton file for remote management of d,= computing devce and -^a. define ft 
Ts^es d.. are exchange to remotely configure and operate dte computing devce over dte networic coj 
rl^SO-ei, col 2.,„es 55-61), dte device specificatton informaUon ««her contains component, such . 
rient i-eraCon which defines d,e interaction behavior, e.g. configuration dtalog tnteraCo. or 
ZZ for remotely communicating with the computhrg device (col 9/l,nes 15-20), defined .nteraOton 
Itlmcafon Ichange (see col 5/lines 50-55), and defmed protocol supporfng commumcatton 
exchange (see col 6Aines 65-col 7Aine 3). 

a Applicant argues prior an does no. .each, claim limitauon as recited, specifically, descripfion 
mea.stoTdescrip.,onrec,ues.fors.dingadescripUonmessagedefimngin«rac«onvUda^^^ 

v,iU> d.e computing device to remotely operate d,e computing devce over dre ad hoc network, beca - 
Ilrdtng to pplicant dre Wanderer reference describes an architectural model d,a. re,u,res an .mm nse 
Twl eoflunderlyrngnetworkdevicestoprc^ramandconfiguredevicefllesthatwor proj.^^^ 

Ut response to applicant, argument *at d,e rtferences .^1 to show certain features of apphcan. 
invention >t is noted tha. d« fea«,res upon which applicant relies (i.e., "does no. requtre an nnmense 
:olVofunderlyingne.workdevc..oprogramandconfiguredevicefiles.ha.w„r^proj«r,^ 

1 clatled .nvention require a "persistent relationshrp between devices', are not rec^ m *e re^ ^ 
claimls). Thts is no. a sugges.,on of any sort. Although dte Cairns are mterpreted ,n h^t t 
speci^lon, l,m«ons ftom d,e specification are not read into dte cl.ms. See 1. re Van Oeun.. 9SS 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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7. In order to accelerate the prosecution of instant application, it is noted that functional features 
provided by the Rehvdrator on page 45, line 16 to page 47, line 16 are suggested by examiner to be 
considered when amending the rejected claims. Applicant is further urged to review the prior art of record 
considered and identified as pertinent to applicant's claimed invention. 

8. Applicant is reminded of 37 CFR 1.530 (e) Status of claims and support for claim changes. 
Which states that whenever there is an amendment to the claims pursuant to paragraph (d) of this section, 
there MUST also be supplied, on pages separate from the pages containing the changes, the status (i.e., 
pending or canceled), as of the date of the amendment, of all patent claims and of all added claims, and an 
explanation of the support in the disclosure of the patent for the changes to the claims made by the 
amendment paper (see MPEP 2234). 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). A shortened statutory period for 
reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the 
event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the maiUng date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 



10. Prosecution of this application is closed by means of this final office action § 1.113, applicant 
may request continued examination of the application by filing a Request for Continued Examination of 
under 37 CFR § 1.114 and providing the corresponding fee set forth in § 1.17(e) for the submission of, 
but not limited to, new arguments, an information disclosure statement, an amendment to the written 
description, claims, drawings, or new evidence in support of patentability. Or applicant whose claims 
have been twice rejected, may appeal from the decision of the administrative patent judge to the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences under 35 U.S.C. §134. 
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Any in.u.ry concerning this CO— cation or earlier _ 

be directed to Pr^eto, B. whose telephone number is (703) 305-0750. The Examiner can normally be 
be directed , ^^^^^^ ^g,,pho„e are 

reached on Monday-Fnday from 6.00 to 3.30 p.m. atte p 

unsuccessful, the Examiner's Supervisor, Jack B. Harvey can be reached -;^^^> ~ ^ 
of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3800/4700. 
Any response to this final action should be mailed to: 

BoxAF 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

- '^«';°0*\S?or°Offioial con,munica.,ons and entty 

™7X306-5631 for TC 2100 Customer Serv.ce Office 
HandKlelivered responses should be brought Crystal Park H, 2 .2 1 Crystal Drive. Arl.ugton 
VA, Sixth Floor (Receptiomst). 




/yikcK B.HARVEY 
3UPERVIS0RY PATENT EXAMINER 




TC 2100 
Patent Examiner 
May 2, 2004 



